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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is responsive to communication filed on June 17, 2008. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-12, 14-24, 29-58, and 65-66 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-4, 6-9, 11-12, 15, 18-23, 29, 38-39,41, 42, 44, 45, 48-53, and 55-58 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over McGreggor et al. US Patent Application 
Publication 2003008636 in view of White US Patent 7305234 and further in view of Hoguta et 
al. US Patent 6725303.. 

Regarding claims 1 and 65, McGregor et al. teaches storing a plurality of mobile phones 
under the control of a computer (paragraph 057) and the phones are stored in inoperative state 
because they are activated before use (paragraph 082). McGregor et al. teaches the host computer 
accepting a credit card input which also serve as an identification means and the mobile phone is 
place in an operative state by restricting certain features based on the credit card information 
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(paragraph 027). McGregor et al. is silent on teaching customizing the operation of the mobile 
device to the preset preferences of the user. White in an analogous art teaches customizing the 
operation of the mobile device using a host computer based on the user preferences and the 
configuration data is downloaded to the mobile communication device (col. 2 lines 47-55) and 
the reference of Hoguta et al. further teaches configuring the mobile device for any special key 
functionality (col. 14 lines 5-22). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the system of 
McGregor et al. as disclosed by White in view of Hoguta et al. because the customization of the 
mobile phone based on user's preferences provides a more user friendly and flexible device. 

Regarding claims 2-3, McGregor et al. teaches the phones are in a secure area (46) and 
the user is granted access base on the credit card identification information (paragraph 082). 

Regarding claim 4, McGregor et al. teaches securing the phone in a secure enclosure (see 
response to claim 2) but is silent on teaching storing the phones in a secure room. The examiner 
takes official notice that the storing of phones to be distributed in a secure room represents a 
conventional practice use to prevent the unauthorized removal of the phones. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to store the phones in a 
secure room because the storing of phones to be distributed in a secure room represent a 
conventional practice use to prevent the unauthorized removal of the phones. 

Regarding claims 6-7, McGreggor et al. teaches the phone is selected based on the user 
preference as reflected in the rental agreement of having certain number blocked or the number 
of calls limited because of the memory capacity of the phone (paragraph 084). 
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Regarding claim 8, McGreggor et al. teaches configuring the mobile device to operate in 
a first interval (given date) and the mobile device becomes inoperable upon expiration of the first 
interval (paragraph 112). 

Regarding claims 9 and 11, McGreggor et al. teaches the operational mobile device is 
configured to retain data within a memory area, such as an EEPROM for a second interval, 
described in paragraphs 0059 and 0061, and upon expiration of the second interval and all data 
within the memory area is purged (paragraph 0085). 

Regarding claim 12, McGregor et al teaches that the host computer monitors the port 
terminals 392 to detect when a mobile phone is inserted into a boot {see McGregor et al, 
paragraph [0122]} so that when a mobile phone is inserted into the boot, the mobile phone may 
be programmed with a new operating software. That is, the software in the phone is updated with 
the new software {see McGregor et al, paragraphs [0123] and [0127]-[0129]} . Further, when the 
mobile device moves to a new location, monitoring software patches (i.e. update phone software) 
can be downloaded to the selected mobile device (i.e. the mobile device that moved to the new 
location) {see McGregor et al, paragraph 0073}. The software patches stored in RAM (i.e. new 
mobile device operating software) then become the new operating software which logs calls, 
including time, date, and location when the call was made (see McGregor et al, paragraphs 0074- 
0075) 

Regarding claim 15, McGregor et al. teaches storing a plurality of mobile phones under 
the control of a computer (paragraph 057) and teaches storing the phones in an inoperative state 
because the phones must be activated before use (paragraph 082). McGregor et al. teaches 
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communicating alerts regarding the programming of the phone base on the phone selected 
(paragraph 0124). 

Regarding claim 18, McGregor et al teaches a cellular telephone network described in 
paragraph 0072, between a first mobile device and a second mobile device, wherein messages 
are exchanged over the communications link between the user of the first mobile device and the 
user of the second mobile device. 

Regarding claim 19, McGregor ct al teaches that the communications link is a direct 
communications link, such as a cellular network service providers link {see McGregor et al, 
paragraph 0090}, from the first mobile device to the second mobile device. 

Regarding claim 20, McGregor et al teach that the communications link is an indirect 
link, such as a communication link provided by other cellular network service providers {see 
McGregor et al, paragraph 0091 }, from the first mobile device to the second mobile device. 

Regarding claim 2 1 , McGregor et al teaches that the indirect communications link 
includes communicating from the first mobile device to the host computer to the second mobile. 

Regarding claim 22, McGregor et al teaches that the host computer tracks the location of 
the mobile device as the mobile device moves between a plurality of cells (i.e. mobile device 
roams away from home base), described in paragraph 0071-0073, for the purpose of properly 
billing the mobile device wherever it travels, described in paragraph 0072. 
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Regarding claim 23, McGregor et al teaches that the host computer stores the location of 
the mobile device in a memory described in paragraph 0072. 

Regarding claims 29 and 66, McGregor et al teach of a mobile device allocation system 
for securely allocating mobile devices to a plurality of users, comprising: 

at least one system backbone, such as a modem link or satellite link described in paragraph 0057, 
0093 and 0104. Also see Figures 2 and 9; 

at least one host computer, such as such as the central processing unit 14 shown in Figure 1 or a 

personal computer 42 shown in Figure 2, coupled to the system backbone; and 

a plurality of portable phones 30 (i.e. claimed plurality of mobile devices) shown 

in Figure 2, operatively configured to communicate to the host computer 14 or personal 

computer 42 through the modem or satellite link, 

wherein the plurality of portable phones 30 are initially stored in an inoperative state (i.e. off 
state or lock state), and the at least one central processing unit 14 or personal computer 42 and a 
selected portable phone 30 are operatively configured to place the selected portable phones 30 in 
an operative state based upon an identification code {see McGregor, paragraph 0082}. Also, see 
the different phone identification codes used in paragraphs 0106-0107 and paragraph 0133. 
McGregor et al. is silent on teaching customizing the operation of the mobile device to the preset 
preferences of the user. White in an analogous art teaches customizing the operation of the 
mobile device using a host computer based on the user preferences and the configuration data is 
downloaded to the mobile communication device (col. 2 lines 47-55) and the reference of 
Hoguta et al. further teaches configuring the mobile device for any special key functionality (col. 
14 lines 5-22). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the system of 
McGregor et al. as disclosed by White in view of Hoguta et al. because the customization of the 
mobile phone based on user's preferences provides a more user friendly and flexible device. 

Regarding claim 38, McGreggor et al. teaches configuring the mobile device to operate 
in a first interval (given date) and the mobile device becomes inoperable upon expiration of the 
first interval (paragraph 112). 

Regarding claims 39 and 41, McGreggor et al. teaches the operational mobile device is 
configured to retain data within a memory area, such as an EEPROM for a second interval, 
described in paragraphs 0059 and 0061, and upon expiration of the second interval and all data 
within the memory area is purged (paragraph 0085). 

Regarding claim 42, McGregor et al teach that the host computer monitors the port 
terminals 392 to detect when a mobile phone is inserted into a boot described in paragraph 
[0122] so that when a mobile phone is inserted into the boot, the mobile phone may be 
programmed with a new operating software, described in paragraph [0123], [0127]-[0129]. 
Further, when the mobile device moves to a new location, monitoring software patches can be 
downloaded to the mobile devices described in paragraph 0073. The software patches stored in 
RAM (i.e. new mobile device operating software) then become the new operating software 
which logs calls, including time, date, and location when the call was made {see paragraphs 
0074-0075}. 
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Regarding claim 44, McGregor et al teaches that the host computer monitors the port 
terminals 392 to detect when a mobile phone is inserted into a boot {see McGregor et al, 
paragraph [0122]} so that when a mobile phone is inserted into the boot, the mobile phone may 
be programmed with a new operating software. That is, the software in the phone is updated with 
the new software {see McGregor et al, paragraphs [0123] and [0127]-[0129]}. Further, when the 
mobile device moves to a new location, monitoring software patches (i.e. update phone software) 
can be downloaded to the selected mobile device (i.e. the mobile device that moved to the new 
location) {see McGregor et al, paragraph 0073}. The software patches stored in RAM (i.e. new 
mobile device operating software) then become the new operating software which logs calls, 
including time, date, and location when the call was made (see McGregor et al, paragraphs 0074- 
0075) 

Regarding claim 45, McGregor et al. teaches storing a plurality of mobile phones under 
the control of a computer (paragraph 057) and teaches storing the phones in an inoperative state 
because the phones must be activated before use (paragraph 082). McGregor et al. teaches 
communicating alerts regarding the programming of the phone base on the phone selected 
(paragraph 0124). 

Regarding claim 48, McGregor et al teaches a cellular telephone network described in 
paragraph 0072, between a first mobile device and a second mobile device, wherein messages 
are exchanged over the communications link between the user of the first mobile device and the 
user of the second mobile device. 
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Regarding claim 49, McGregor et al teaches that the communications link is a direct 
communications link, such as a cellular network service providers link {see McGregor et al, 
paragraph 0090}, from the first mobile device to the second mobile device. 

Regarding claim 50, McGregor et al teach that the communications link is an indirect 
link, such as a communication link provided by other cellular network service providers {see 
McGregor et al, paragraph 0091 }, from the first mobile device to the second mobile device. 

Regarding claim 51, McGregor et al teaches that the indirect communications link 
includes communicating from the first mobile device to the host computer to the second mobile. 

Regarding claim 52, McGregor et al teaches that the host computer tracks the location of 
the mobile device as the mobile device moves between a plurality of cells (i.e. mobile device 
roams away from home base), described in paragraph 0071-0073, for the purpose of properly 
billing the mobile device wherever it travels, described in paragraph 0072. 

Regarding claim 53, McGregor et al teaches that the host computer stores the location of 
the mobile device in a memory described in paragraph 0072. 

Regarding claims 55 and 58, McGregor et al teaches a remote communication link, such 
as a wired modem link or wireless network link shown in Figure 9 and described in paragraph 
0092, wherein at least one mobile device communicates to the host computer through the remote 
communication link. Also see McGregor et al, paragraph 0057. 

Regarding claims 56 and 57, McGregor et al teaches that the remote communication link is 
an Internet or intranet connection, such as a TCP/IP or X.25 link shown in Figure 9. Also see 
McGregor et al, paragraph 0117 regarding use of standard X21 network communication link. 
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Claims 5 and 30-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
McGreggor et al. US Patent Application Publication 2003008636 in view of White US Patent 
7305234 in view of Hoguta et al. US Patent 6725303 and further in view of Bishop et al. US 
Patent 4951308. 

Regarding claim 5, McGreggor et al. in view of Dresti et al. teaches securing the phone in 
a secure enclosure (see response to claim 2) but is not explicit on teaching the identification code 
is alphanumeric. Bishop et al. in an analogous art teaches the use of an alphanumeric code to 
gain access to the phone storage area (col. 4 lines 35-45). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use an alpha-numeric 
code to gain access to the phone storage area because such identification system is cost effective 
and is conventionally use to secure access to a storage area. 

Regarding claim 30, McGregor et al teaches, "centralizing allows implementation of 
various security measures for the local sites" {see McGregor et al, paragraph 0056}. 
Furthermore, Bishop et al was shown to teach of an automated vending machine 10 comprised of 
a cabinet accessible through locked doors (i.e. secure area) {see Bishop et al, column 4, lines 27- 
28}, which inventories a plurality of mobile cellular phones and selectively delivers one of the 
phones after reading a credit card number from a user supplied credit card. The transaction may 
be credited to a user upon verification of a user-entered password, such as driver's license, social 
security number or the like (i.e. identification code) {see Bishop et al, column 4, lines 52-59}. A 
selected phone unit is delivered through door assembly 20 and returned through the same door 
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assembly {see Bishop et al, column 4, lines 42-44}. The crediting of the transaction based on the 
user- entered password in Bishop et al, is considered to meet the claimed granting a user access 
to the secure area based on the identification code. Bishop et al suggests that the use of a user- 
entered password in granting access to secured vending machines is advantageous because it 
identifies whether a user renting a phone is authorized. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of applicant's 
invention, to include granting a user access to the secure area (i.e. vending machine 10) based on 
the user-entered password in the system of McGregor et al because, as evidenced by Bishop et al, 
it insures that the user accessing the secure area is authorized. 

Regarding claims 31-32, McGregor et al teaches the centralizing scheme which allows 
implementation of various security measures for the local sites" {see McGregor et al, paragraph 
0056} makes the retail stores or rental stores or local service centers a secure room or enclosure. 

Regarding claim 33, McGreggor et al. teaches securing the phone in a secure enclosure 
(see response to claim 2) but is not explicit on teaching the identification code is alphanumeric. 
Bishop et al. in an analogous art teaches the use of an alphanumeric code to gain access to the 
phone storage area (col. 4 lines 35-45). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use an alpha-numeric 
code to gain access to the phone storage area because such identification system is cost effective 
and is conventionally use to secure access to a storage area. 
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Regarding claim 34, McGregor et al teaches a plurality of docking stations, such as the 
interlink receiver 28 with a boot 32, located in the at least one secure area, wherein each docking 
station is coupled to the at least one system backbone (i.e. wired communication link 326 or 
wireless link via dedicated or switched public network) shown in Figure 9, and each mobile 
device is operatively configured to communicate to the host computer through a respective 
docking station {see McGregor et al, paragraphs 0054 and 0076+}. 

Regarding claim 35, McGregor et al teaches at least one wireless remote station, such as 
a service center or retail delivery system shown in Figure 9, coupled to the at least one system 
backbone (i.e. wireless network), wherein each mobile terminal is operatively configured to 
communicate to the host computer through the -ireless remote station when the respective 
mobile device is not in the boot 32 {see McGregor et al, paragraph 0104} . 

Regarding claims 36-37, McGregor et al teaches the host computer selects the mobile 
device to be placed in an operative state based on a pre-selected criteria, such as selectively 
programming phones for different service providers or reprogram phones when customers switch 
service providers or exchange phone units {see McGregor et al, paragraph 0104, lines 17-24.) 



Claims 10 and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
McGreggor et al. US Patent Application Publication 2003008636 in view of White US Patent 
7305234 and further in view of Hoguta et al. US Patent 6725303 and further in view of Ehrman 
et al. US Patent Application Publication 20030195825. 
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Regarding claim 10, McGreggor et al. teaches purging the memory upon the expiration of 
the rental agreement of the mobile device (paragraph 0085) but is silent on teaching returning the 
mobile device to the secure area prior to the expiration of a particular time interval in order to 
prevent data stored in the memory from being purged. Ehrman et al. in an analogous art 
invention teaches the automatic deletion of expired data (paragraph 071), therefore any action 
taken to avoid the expiration of the data will prevent the data from been purged. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to return the mobile device 
to the secure area prior to the expiration of a particular time interval in order to prevent data 
stored in the memory from being purged because prevent the time allocated for the storage of 
data in the memory from been expired. 

Regarding claim 40, McGreggor et al. teaches purging the memory upon the expiration of 
the rental agreement of the mobile device (paragraph 0085) but is silent on teaching returning the 
mobile device to the secure area prior to the expiration of a particular time interval in order to 
prevent data stored in the memory from being purged. Ehrman et al. in an analogous art 
invention teaches the automatic deletion of expired data (paragraph 071), therefore any action 
taken to avoid the expiration of the data will prevent the data from been purged. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to return the mobile device 
to the secure area prior to the expiration of a particular time interval in order to prevent data 
stored in the memory from being purged because prevent the time allocated for the storage of 
data in the memory from been expired. 



Application/Control Number: 10/682,152 
Art Unit: 2612 



Page 14 



Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over McGreggor et al. 
US Patent Application Publication 2003008636 in view of White US Patent 7305234 and further 
in view of Hoguta et al. US Patent 6725303 and further in view of Hymel US Patent 61 14969 
and further in view of Deaton et al. US Patent 5642485. 

Regarding claim 14, McGreggor et al. is silent on teaching displaying an advertisement 
on the selected mobile device. Hymel et al in an art related invention in the same field of 
endeavor of communication device teaches a mobile device, in the form of an SCR 122, for 
displaying advertisements based on user preferences {see Hymel, column 4, line 53-column 5, 
line 32}. Hymel suggests that such features, as claimed, is advantageous because providing free 
advertisement services increases a service providers sales volume of SCR's {see Hymel, column 
1, lines 41-48+}. The reference of Deaton teaches utilizing customer shopping history database 
to perform targeting marketing (col. 5 lines 25-37). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of applicant's 
invention, to include such claimed features in the system of McGregor et al because, as 
evidenced by Hymel, providing free advertisement services increases a service provider sales 
volume of SCR's. 

Claims 16-17 and 46-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
McGreggor et al. US Patent Application Publication 2003008636 in view of White US Patent 
7305234 and further in view of Hoguta et al. US Patent 6725303 and further in view of Smith et 
al. US Patent 5266922. 
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Regarding claims 16-17, McGreggor et al. teaches generating an alarm (see response to 
claim 15) but is silent on teaching a visual alarm. Smith in an art related mobile communication 
apparatus teaches a communication device generating an audio or visual alarm (col. 3 lines 40- 
43). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have a visual alarm in 
McGreggor et al. a visual alarm provides an easily recognizable means of communicating an 
alarm condition. 

Regarding claims 46-47, McGreggor et al. teaches generating an alarm (see response to 
claim 15) but is silent on teaching a visual alarm. Smith in an art related mobile communication 
apparatus teaches a communication device generating an audio or visual alarm (col. 3 lines 40- 
43). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have a visual alarm in 
McGreggor et al. a visual alarm provides an easily recognizable means of communicating an 
alarm condition. 

Claims 24 and 54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
McGreggor et al. US Patent Application Publication 2003008636 in view of White US Patent 
7305234 in view of Hoguta et al. US Patent 6725303.. and further in view of Owen US Patent 
5455560. 

Regarding claim 24, McGreggor et al. is silent on teaching instructing the mobile device 
to emit an alert signal to assist in locating the mobile device. Owen in an art related mobile 
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device invention teaches a mobile device that emits an alert signal to assist in locating the mobile 
device (col. 5 lines 30-45). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art for the mobile device to 
emit an alert signal to assist in locating the mobile device because this provides the means for 
locating a misplaced or lost communication device. 

Regarding claim 54, McGreggor et al. is silent on teaching instructing the mobile device 
to emit an alert signal to assist in locating the mobile device. Owen in an art related mobile 
device invention teaches a mobile device that emits an alert signal to assist in locating the mobile 
device (col. 5 lines 30-45). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art for the mobile device to 
emit an alert signal to assist in locating the mobile device because this provides the means for 
locating a misplaced or lost communication device. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to VERNAL U. BROWN whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3060. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-7:00 Monday- Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Brian Zimmerman can be reached on 571-272-3059. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/V ernal U Brown/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2612 
October 14, 2008 



